a component of the movement. In the words of one newspaper headline: "Nothing is more local than your own backyard." 9 There are almost five times as many farmers' markets as there were just two decades ago, an increase of more than 9% per year. 10 People are also increasingly likely to partake in community supported agriculture (CSA) programs. 11 As a part of the Let's Move initiative to battle childhood obesity, the White House has a vegetable garden "for the first time in decades." 12 City schools are even teaching the value of producing and consuming home-grown food.
13
Reasons for the growth in farmers markets and demand for local products vary; however, commonly cited motives include community aspiration to become more self-sufficient and less reliant on food transportation; a desire for fresh, nutrientrich food that does not require the amount of packaging and refrigeration; an appeal to lessen the environmental impact by saving the energy used to preserve and transfer products to supermarket shelves; and an interest in strengthening local communities by investing food dollars close to home.
Id. (citations omitted).
Most Locavores who want to produce food at home can easily set up a vegetable garden, even if it only produces a small portion of the household herbs or vegetables.
14 But when it comes to keeping farm animals, such as cattle and horses, agricultural areas are more appropriate than urban and suburban yards. Chickens, however, are relatively easy to maintain, requiring a small amount of yard space, and, when managed responsibly, causing minimal disturbance in residential neighborhoods. 15 The benefits of keeping chickens extend further than the production of eggs and poultry for food. Beyond that, a well-planned chicken coop can serve an ecological role in a Locavore's backyard. 16 Chickens love to eat food scraps, which cuts back on household waste. 17 In exchange for scraps, they produce natural fertilizer in the form of chicken manure, reducing the demand for synthetic chemical fertilizers in home gardens. 18 Also, because chickens constantly peck at pests, they reduce the need for chemical pesticides. 19 And chickens may even take up space that would otherwise be covered with grass lawns that use water and other resources while providing no nutritional benefit. For someone who desires to eat locally and sustainably, keeping chickens may be a practical homesteading project. 14 
Id.
15 See infra Part II. 16 Robin Ripley, Eight Benefits of Raising Backyard Chickens, S.F. EXAMINER (Jan. 18, 2009), available at http://www.examiner.com/article/eight-benefits-of-raising-backyard-chickens.
Eating eggs that are produced locally, as opposed to eggs that are shipped long distances from faraway farms, is one way Americans may help to reduce their carbon footprints, thereby reducing the impact of food production on climate change. 20 Keeping a residential chicken coop can serve that purpose by reducing the distance travelled by eggs. 21 Furthermore, industrial egg production is particularly suspect in the eyes of many consumers because of health concerns and animal rights issues, even for eggs labeled organic, and producing eggs at home allows for complete control over the health and well-being of the chickens.
22
For some, the most compelling benefit to raising chickens at home is the presumed superior taste and nutritional content of fresh eggs from the backyard. 23 The nutritional value of eggs, and to some degree the flavor, is affected by the diet of the chickens producing the eggs, so a consumer can produce healthier or better-tasting eggs by controlling the diet of the hens. 24 Other proponents would point to the relationship between access to fresh food and lower rates of obesity and other health problems. 25 Champions of backyard chicken cultivation boast that all of these benefits justify their commitment to the practice, but serious attention must be paid to the legitimate concerns and criticisms that have been voiced by neighborhood organizations and regulators who wish to limit the negative impact of residential chicken coops.
II. Concerns and Criticisms
When designing regulations to address the renaissance of tending backyard chickens, cities and towns must seriously contemplate the potential harm that may come from the presence of chickens in a residential area, in addition to the concern that irresponsible, uneducated, or underresourced chicken owners are potentially among the local chicken-raising population. Planners should take a serious look at how the municipality may be affected by these factors, especially if the practice continues to become more popular over time.
26

a. Water Contamination
Water contamination is one major problem for those who are concerned with the environmental impact of chickens in residential areas. Chickens produce manure, and if the healthier than "factory-farm eggs"), available at http://www.motherearthnews.com/NaturalHealth/Health-Benefits-Free-Range-Eggs.aspx#axzz2QLdgAEYy.
manure is not properly contained, water contamination can occur in the form of runoff or percolation. 27 Of course, other pets also produce waste that may be harmful to surface and underground water sources, but the waste from backyard chickens is additional waste that compounds the problem, and urban and suburban residents are less experienced with managing chicken waste than the waste from dogs and cats. 28 Farms are better positioned to have access to technologically advanced systems for dealing with chicken manure, and they are also positioned to employ these solutions more efficiently.
29
Private wells are of particular concern in residential areas. About fifteen percent of Aesthetics usually pose difficult problems in terms of regulation, and chicken coops are no exception, but regulations can ensure that general standards are met in the construction of coops. 49 Chicken coops that are designed to be aesthetically compatible with suburban residential areas are available from companies such as Williams-Sonoma®, 50 but designer coops can be very expensive. 51 A planning board will face similar obstacles when drafting aesthetics regulations for other residential structures besides chicken coops.
c. Disease and Public Health Risks
In addition to these neighborhood concerns, there are additional health-related concerns that might be of consequence to municipalities seeking to regulate residential chickens. A bacteria commonly found in chicken feces, Salmonella, can be very dangerous to human beings, and the more birds there are in a particular area, the more likely the infection will spread. 52 It is very important that people who come into contact with chickens take precautions to make sure they do not become infected by Salmonella. 53 Some believe that it is far safer to keep chickens in a residential setting, however, because Salmonella is far more likely to spread in an industrial production setting. 54 The argument is that keeping a large number of chickens contained in a small area allows the infection to spread quickly:
[H]igh numbers of salmonella cases from eggs and poultry are linked to the effects of factory farming. Chickens raised for meat are crammed tightly into warehouses that hold as many as 20,000 chickens, while the chickens raised for eggs live in sheds that can hold 100,000 birds and are often packed in battery cages with five to 10 other birds. Factory farms often contain huge amounts of feces and fecal dust produced by the birds, along with rat droppings and flies, and certain strains of salmonella can pass to the chicken if their food comes in contact with the fecal matter. In order to try to stem off the flow of disease within their flocks, farmers regularly feed the poultry antibiotics, which can lead to antibioticresistant strains of salmonella: in 2011, 107 people were sickened and one killed from an antibiotic-resistant strain of salmonella in turkey. Many other public health risks are concerns for residential areas with backyard chickens.
Any cases in which the food chickens eat, the water they drink, or the land where they live is contaminated with a pollutant can cause the eggs they produce to be contaminated as well. [W]ith increased chicken popularity comes a downside: abandonment. In one week earlier this month, eight were available for adoption at the Oakland shelter and five were awaiting homes at the San Francisco shelter. In Berkeley, someone dropped four chickens in the animal control night box with a note from their apologetic owner, said Kate O'Connor, the manager. . . . . "It's a fad," said Susie Coston, national shelter director for Farm Sanctuary, which rescues animals and sends them to live on farms in New York and California. "People are going to want it for a while and then not be so interested." She said that farm animal rescue groups field about 150 calls a month for birds, most of them involving chickens -especially roosters. "We're all inundated right now with roosters," she said. "They dump them because they think they are getting hens and they're not." Some chicken owners buy from large hatcheries, which determine the sex of the birds and kill large numbers of baby roosters, because most people want laying hens. But sexing a chicken is an inexact science. Sometimes backyard farmers end up with a rooster, which are illegal in most cities. Id. 66 It is reasonable to assume that the diversity of predators will not change because of the introduction of chickens, but it is unclear whether the number of those predators may increase. It is probably safe to assume that if the chickens do not provide a food source for the predators (because they are safely secured), then there will not be a significant increase in the number of predators. Regulations should require that chickens be protected by a secure coop.
f. Food Justice
For most families, backyard chicken coops do not result in cost savings. 67 There are many expenses, including startup and maintenance costs, which make it difficult to recoup financial benefits that outweigh the outlay. Compliant coops, quality feed, and permit fees can all be expensive. 68 There is also a particular segment of chicken coop owners who express finer tastes and spend far more money than they could ever hope to save on eggs. 69 Ordinances that shut out roosters and prohibit on-premises slaughter make it even harder to earn back the investment for those who would raise chickens to save money on food production. 70 This criticism is especially poignant when considered in light of the fact that for many of the urban farming pioneers of the past few decades, food was produced at home out of necessity because supermarket costs were too high. 71 Because of the expenses associated with adhering to municipal regulations, many residents may find that they cannot afford to participate in a movement to produce their own Chickens, if left unprotected, are vulnerable to predators. But as the predators of chickens are the same as those of the wild rabbits, squirrels, chipmunks, small birds, and other local wild prey animals already present in our community, they do not themselves attract predators to the area. Coyotes, for instance, are seen more often when they take a cat or small dog than when they take a rabbit. But the presence of chickens does not attract predators to the area; predators are already here. See Brief on Chickens, supra note 36. 67 See Quinn, supra note 5. 68 
Id.
69 See Chaker, supra note 51. 70 See Marianne Kirby, Co-Opting the Coop, BITCH MAGAZINE (2012), available at http://bitchmagazine.org/article/co-opting-the-coop. 71 See Pha Lo, When Eating Organic Was Totally Uncool, SALON.COM (Jan. 6, 2011) (recounting the author's childhood in a neighborhood of refugee-immigrants in Sacramento, growing food and raising chickens for subsistence), http://www.salon.com/2011/01/07/hmong_urban_farmers_ext2011/.
food. 72 Governmental efforts to regulate backyard chickens must balance the need to protect neighborhoods from potential harm against the responsibility to protect the interests of the people who stand to benefit the most from being able to produce food at home.
III. Municipal Codes: Legal Considerations and Developments
Municipalities across America must address the need for up-to-date schemes for regulating backyard chickens, if they have not done so already, in consideration of the issues analyzed above. Every state grants broad authority to its cities and towns, allowing for the development of creative and localized solutions to the regulatory challenges facing communities. he food justice analysis embraces the concept that every person has a right to healthy and safe food, and that any risks or benefits related to food should be distributed fairly. Central to food justice is adequate access to food."). 73 Of course, cities and towns are limited to the authority granted to them by, and not preempted by, the state. Most states have enacted Right to Farm legislation. In the narrowest application, this implies that on land zoned for agricultural uses, residents are not restricted from producing food for sale. More broadly, a Right to Farm act may be interpreted to allow homeowners in residentially zoned areas to produce food for personal consumption. The federal government may also preempt the rights of a municipality to regulate food production. See Wickard v. Filburn, 317 U.S. 111 (1942) (citing the Commerce Clause as constitutional authority for Congress to enact laws limiting food production for personal consumption).
include population density, the sources of public and private drinking water, the presence of wildlife, the per capita income and income distribution of the local residents, the culture of the town or city, and the resources available to the municipality for enforcement. There is not one specific approach that can adequately balance all concerns facing a community; the correct response will utilize multiple regulatory tools. If future chicken coop regulation is going to be successful in meeting the needs of diverse communities with varied characteristics, municipalities must develop innovative approaches, providing creative solutions to aid in the responsible management of residential poultry enterprises.
a. Historical Responses to Residential Chicken Concerns
Prior to the advent of zoning laws in the United States, chicken coops were virtually unregulated on private property. While large-scale egg and poultry production became the norm in the beginning of the twentieth century, allowing for the shipment of fresh eggs and poultry without the need for a flock at home, 74 the birth of modern municipal regulation was also underway. 75 Even before the decline in popularity of backyard coops, residents who were harmed by irresponsible care of chickens had legal recourse in the form of nuisance claims. But zoning regulation provided a way for municipalities to protect residents preemptively: a homeowner need not bring a lawsuit if nuisance-related injury can be prevented before there is a problem. 76 Id. at 371 ("The common law of nuisance, which serves to separate noxious land uses from non-offensive ones, and restrictive covenants, deed provisions limiting or prohibiting certain land uses, were used to control development throughout the nineteenth century."). 77 See Ball v. Nye, 88 Mass. 582, 584 (1868) (holding, in an exceptionally brief opinion reprinted below, that someone who knowingly contaminates the water supply of a neighbor with animal manure is liable for damages under a nuisance claim).
To suffer filthy water from a vault to percolate or filter through the soil into the land of a contiguous proprietor, to the injury of his well and cellar, where it is done habitually and within the knowledge of the party who maintains the vault, whether it passes above ground or below, is of itself an actionable tort. Under such circumstances the reasonable precaution which the law requires is, effectually to exclude the filth from the neighbor's land; and not to do so is of itself negligence. In the present instance, there was no pretence of a sudden and unavoidable accident which could not have been foreseen or guarded against by due care. The percolations appear to have been constant, and their existence to have been known to the defendant. The instructions asked for by his counsel were liable to mislead the jury, and those given were exactly accurate and appropriate to the case. Id. After seeing evidence of runoff, the department advised the Sokolskis to graze their animals away from a pond that straddles both properties. The Sokolskis entered into a program to install a runoff control system and to maintain a vegetation buffer. The court found that these efforts "appear to have adequately addressed the issues of potential well contamination and water runoff. There is no evidence upon which the court can conclude that something more or something different should be required of the Sokolskis to address those issues." Id.
before it happens, and when a community relies solely on the court system for enforcement against common nuisances, there is a cost to judicial efficiency. For these reasons, nuisance claims are often an inadequate and inefficient regulatory response. Also, monitoring water quality may be prohibitively expensive, so many homeowners may never even be aware that their drinking water supply has become contaminated. Private nuisance claims are a powerful tool for an injured property owner, but a preemptory system of regulation can alleviate the pressure on the court system and can be useful to preventing injury in the first place.
ii. Early Municipal Ordinances
Regulating nuisances through municipal ordinances became commonplace during a period when raising agricultural animals in neighborhoods was considered an unsanitary "pig in the parlor," inappropriate for residential areas. 79 In 1917, the town of Van Buren, Arkansas, had enacted an ordinance prohibiting the act of allowing chickens to roam freely. 80 The ordinance was challenged as being beyond the power of the municipality because it did more than regulate an activity that is always a nuisance; it went so far as to declare a per se nuisance of "the running at large of fowls," which is only a nuisance when harm is caused to people within the town.
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The ordinance was upheld, 82 as were other similar ordinances of the time. 83 Since this time, municipal regulators have developed a variety of regulatory tools that help cities and towns to control nuisances, and now those tools are used to control the keeping of chickens in residential areas.
b. Contemporary Regulation of Residential Chicken Coops
In cities and towns across the country, an amalgam of approaches attempt to ensure that chicken coops are managed responsibly without causing harm to residents. Some of these approaches can be effective when carefully crafted to meet the needs of the municipality, while some approaches fail to provide clear guidance to those who wish to raise chickens at home.
i. Accessory Uses
Chicken coops are commonly regulated as accessory uses. A typical zoning ordinance will define an accessory use as:
A use which is customarily incidental and subordinate to the principal use of a structure or lot, or a use which is not the principal use, but which is located on the same lot as the principal structure, provided said accessory use is permitted in that District under this Ordinance. Accessory uses shall be interpreted as not exceeding forty (40) percent of the area of the total use of the structure and/or lot on which is located.
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Chicken coops are not automatically considered a proper accessory use unless specified as such in a zoning ordinance; because the local food movement has only emerged in recent decades, the ordinance in question is a valid exercise of the right given to cause any nuisance to be abated.").
town laws that have been in place did not contemplate residential chicken coops as a customary accessory use, and so municipal regulations must specifically address chicken coops before they will be permitted as of right.
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Typically, any accessory structure is under the authority of a building commissioner. The office of the commissioner can provide a city or town with an effective tool to control backyard chickens. The municipality may wish to require permits and inspections in the event that the operation of a residential chicken coop has generated complaints. In this manner, the city may guard against many of the environmental and other harms that are potentially caused by the backyard chickens, including requiring minimum space allocations, minimum setback requirements from dwellings, and minimum construction standards. The construction standards may be crafted to provide adequate safeguard against predators in addition to sanitary, aesthetic, and animal welfare concerns that may be of concern to a particular community. 86 Regulation of the size and setbacks of chicken coops provides solutions to some of the concerns that arise in neighborhoods, but other regulatory measures are required in order to ensure responsible backyard chicken management.
ii. Pets
In some city or town codes, chickens will appear under a section regulating pets. It is appropriate to include all animal regulations in the same part of the code to help residents find the information when contemplating the applicable local requirements, but generally, chickens 86 Among other specifications, it is recommended that a coop provide at least "four square feet per bird if birds are able to roam freely during the day, and at least ten square feet per bird if they are permanently confined." THE MY PET CHICKEN GUIDE TO CHICKEN CARE, Chapter 5, http://www.mypetchicken.com/backyard-chickens/chicken-care/chapter-5-chicken-cooprequirements.aspx.
are not considered pets in the same way that dogs and cats are. 87 Usually, licensing requirements for pets do not extend to chickens, and when they do, usually not to individual birds.
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In some cases where the regulations are particularly permissive, the regulation of pets may provide helpful restrictions on how residents are allowed to maintain chickens on their property.
The town of Amherst, New Hampshire, for example, explicitly allows its residents the "right to farm" in its zoning ordinance. 89 Effectively, all residents may take part in any type of food production without limitation. 90 The ordinance with respect to domestic animals specifically mentions poultry, however, and provides general animal control regulations for pet birds.
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Therefore, a city or town that wishes to permit inhabitants of residential areas to produce their own food can still regulate for animal welfare by characterizing the livestock as pets under the municipal code. By regulating chickens as pets, a municipality can address issues of abuse, abandonment, and neglect. 
iii. Health Code
iv. Vague Regulations and Bans
Some cities and towns choose not to regulate backyard chickens at all, with zoning ordinances that fail to define whether accessory uses may include chicken coops. 93 Homeowners 92 In this respect, the Board of Health in Amherst, MA, has distanced itself from regulating chickens:
The Amherst Board of Health sees no significant risk to human health from properly maintained livestock or poultry facilities that might be implemented, by right, under the proposed changes to the bylaw. It is our understanding that the Municipal Animal Inspector has the authority under current state law (M.G.L. 129, Section 7) to address the health and well being of domestic animals and to insure that these facilities are properly maintained. As a result, we do not see a need for Board of Health regulations regarding livestock and poultry. Report to Town Meeting, Article 9. Zoning Amendment -Accessory Livestock or Poultry (Planning Board), at 3 (Oct. 2010), available at http://maamherst3.civicplus.com/DocumentCenter/Home/View/3957. 93 See, e.g., TOWN OF AMHERST ZONING ORDINANCE, supra note 89. Many municipalities and even state governments are adopting Right to Farm acts, and the town of Sedgwick, Maine, has adopted the first ever Food Sovereignty Ordinance. This type of ordinance allows residents to pursue residential food production, free from any restraint. David Gumpert, Here's a Way to Eliminate the Regulators and the Lawyers, and Build Community at the Same Time, THE COMPLETE PATIENT (Mar. 8, 2013), http://www.cornucopia.org/2013/03/heres-a-way-toeliminate-the-regulators-and-lawyers-and-build-community-at-the-same-time-organize-and-with residential chicken coops are free to interpret accessory uses to include backyard chicken coops, but when the ordinance does not guarantee that right, the building commissioner may find that housing chickens in a backyard is not a customary use in connection with a residence. 94 Other zoning ordinances may be clear that raising chickens is a customary accessory use in a residential area, but may not be clear about the terms of that use, leaving residents to guess about the appropriate limitations: number of chickens, required size of coop, required distance from the home and from neighboring property, or the permissibility of roosters. The town of Upton, MA, explicitly allows for "the keeping of . . . poultry . . . principally for personal enjoyment or household use." 95 Homeowners are free to build accessory chicken coops, but they may come declare-food-sovereignty-like-sedgwick-maine/. In Sedgwick, the ordinance even exempts residents from following state and federal law, but it is a controversial decision that promises to create significant tension between the town and other superseding regulatory bodies. 94 It is likely that raising chickens for personal food production will not be considered a farming or agricultural use, and therefore will more likely be considered an accessory use:
The mere fact that a use is agricultural in character, a vegetable garden for example, does not convert the land into a farm. In assessing whether property is a farm, it is entirely appropriate to consider the scale of the activity. Applying the ordinance to the undisputed facts, we conclude that the defendants' stabling of their three horses does not constitute a farm and, accordingly, is not an agricultural use within the meaning of the ordinance. Other cities and towns have outright bans on residential chicken coops. In Boston, the municipal code prohibits the ownership of "any live fowl or other farm animals" unless permitted by the Division of Health, 96 and the Division of Health only grants permits to licensed food establishments. 97 Essentially, all residential chicken ownership is precluded in Boston. 98 This approach denies residents the many benefits of raising backyard chickens. 99 A complete ban is one way for a municipality to protect residents from the harmful impact of irresponsible practices in raising chickens, but the ban is difficult to enforce and might have the effect of encouraging the unregulated ownership of chickens. 100 An outright ban may be an irresponsible municipal approach.
Similarly, vague regulations do not foster a culture of responsible chicken ownership and
stewardship. An ideal ordinance in a small suburban town like Upton or a major metropolis like
Boston will clearly inform residents of their responsibilities with regard to backyard chickens, and will also provide a mechanism for monitoring and enforcing its provisions. A limit on the number of chickens allowed in a residential coop, in addition to guidance about coop maintenance, could benefit the town of Upton by protecting the health of town residents and the chickens' right to humane treatment. A revision to Boston's zoning code could allow a small number of hens to be kept in residential plots with sufficient space for a compliant coop, and could require a permit for installing a coop, which would allow city officials a way to keep track of and monitor residents who raise chickens.
v. Slaughter Provisions
Another way that many cities and towns restrict backyard chicken operations is to ban the slaughter of livestock on residential property or to enact strict requirements for mobile slaughterhouses 101 that keep the improper and unsanitary slaughter of chickens from occurring on residential property. 102 There are some benefits to a community by disallowing slaughter in residential districts, like preventing inexperienced urban dwellers from engaging in unsanitary or otherwise inappropriate practices.
103
vi.
Building Permits
Under most zoning ordinances, a building permit will be required for erecting a chicken coop as an accessory use. This requirement may mean that a building or health inspector will visit the home after the coop is built to ensure compliance. This kind of mandatory inspection may have a chilling effect on keeping backyard chicken coops, because the permits will often cost some money, and may in fact be very expensive for a municipality to implement, especially where inspections are routine. Property owners may feel vulnerable and wish to circumvent the law, in particular people in low-income areas or people who may otherwise believe they may be in violation of local regulations.
Often, the permitting fee is relatively inexpensive, especially in relation to the costs associated with building a chicken coop. 104 Regulators will not typically perform inspections on every chicken coop in more populous cities and towns, responding with a site visit only when there are complaints sufficient to warrant inspection. This approach is less invasive than inspecting every yard that applies for a permit, and will be less expensive to implement for both residents and the municipality.
Concerns regarding the harmful potential impacts of urban and suburban backyard chickens have been addressed with a variety of approaches in different cities and towns, and no model ordinance would encompass the ideal choices for every municipality. Considerations such as population, culture, socioeconomics, wildlife and ecology, and health concerns should all inform the decisions of regulatory bodies.
c. New Regulatory Approaches for a Growing Practice i. Planning
The preparation of a thorough report can aid the lawmakers in a city or town that wishes to update its regulation of backyard chicken coops. The planning board in the city of Manchester, 104 In Northampton, MA, the permit fee is $25.00. Bremerton also requires its residents to renew licenses on an annual basis, thereby affording the municipality an opportunity to monitor and review the regulatory compliance of the applicant.
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Comprehensive planning allows municipalities the opportunity to develop regulations that are closely tailored to the needs of the community. By studying what potential problems the city or town may face because of local backyard chickens, and by learning from the collective wisdom of municipal legislators across the country, a municipal ordinance can find the optimal balance between encouraging a practice that provides many benefits to resident families and ensuring that citizens are responsible in how they participate.
ii. Education and Exams
Today, typical urban and suburban residents do not generally have experience with raising animals for agricultural production. Fortunately, for anyone who hopes to keep a healthy flock of chickens at home, many educational workshops are available to help people learn. 113 The town of Hopewell, New Jersey, has provided residents with a brief guide on responsible backyard chicken management, 114 but municipalities can do more to be involved with educating 112 Id.
citizens who would like to know more about keeping chickens at home. It is not unusual for states to require education for participation in certain activities, like driving, 115 caring for foster children, 116 or holding professional licenses. 117 To some people, compulsory adult education may seem to be an abuse of municipal authority, but it is settled that states have the right to compel education before permitting certain activities. 118 Municipalities could condition licenses to raise chickens on education requirements, thereby encouraging responsible chicken coop management and disseminating information about local laws. The cost to residents of taking required courses could be offset by contributions by the municipality or by the elimination of licensing fees. Mandatory education is likely more cost effective than enforcement where residents are not knowledgeable about raising chickens or about local laws. 119 Alternatively, for residents who are experienced or knowledgeable, municipalities could test citizens who wish to bypass educational requirements. Again, compulsory examinations for adults may seem unusual, but it is not unprecedented. For example, the state of California requires residents to pass a firearms safety test before they can acquire a license to carry a gun.
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A program that ensures citizens are well-educated on responsible practices and familiar with local regulations will benefit from higher levels of compliance and reduced enforcement costs.
Municipalities in the future might want to follow the example of Hopewell, New Jersey, and implement regulatory schemes that incorporate education and testing into the licensing procedures for citizens who keep chickens in residential areas.
IV. Conclusion
General zoning ordinances have provisions that address sound, noise, and aesthetics nuisances on behalf of residents, and also animal welfare and health concerns. Even where there is not any legislation limiting chicken ownership, these rules still apply. In towns like Amherst, New Hampshire, general regulations are deemed sufficient, and limitations are considered an undue violation of the local right to produce food.
Many places have structural requirements for coops, as well as limits on number and sex of chickens. These limitations may be appropriate for some communities, but they create barriers to entry for people of little economic means. It can be cost-prohibitive to build a compliant coop, and permit costs can also prevent certain people from being able to afford to follow the law when raising backyard chickens. The complete ban on roosters can be harmful to families who wish to use roosters for meat or for breeding, making it even less likely that raising chickens will 120 CAL. PENAL CODE § 31640 (West, 2012).
Page 34 of 34 be cost-effective. Prohibitions on slaughtering chickens also reduce the economic benefits that accompany chicken cultivation.
Regulations are often insufficient in protecting water quality for people who live in places where private groundwater sources are common. Furthermore, it is not common for cities to take initiative in educating the public about proper care and management of a residential chicken coop. Efforts to ensure residents know how to mitigate problems related to noise and efforts to instruct residents on sanitary and safe slaughtering processes may be preferable to regulatory limitations in communities where chickens are raised as an affordable way to improve the family diet. Progressive measures to these ends would enable families to engage in the practice of raising chickens while minimizing harm to residential areas. As the practice of raising backyard chickens becomes more common, municipalities will benefit from developing robust plans for addressing community concerns and maximizing access to residents eager to engage in this form of local food production.
